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AN | 
ADVERTISEMENT. 


F the Papers here anſwered, had not been fo publickly 
diſperſed through the Nation, a due ReſpeF to the 
Name they bear, would have kept the Author from pub- 

liching any Anſwer to them. But becauſe they may now fall 
into many hands, who without ſame aſſiſtance may not readily 
reſolve ſome difficulties ſtarted by them, Fe thought it not 
unbecoming his duty to God and the King, togive aclearer 
light to the Things contained in them. And it can be no 
refleTion on the Authority of a Prince, for a private Sub- 
Jef to examine @ piece of Coyn as to its juſt value, though it 
bears Fs Image and Superſcription wpon it. In mat- 
 Ters that concern Faith and Salvation, we muft prove all 


things, and hold faſt that which is good. 


«7» Hy & = and . 
[FIRST PAPER. 


F- all men could believe «s they pleaſed, +1 ſhould net have fail'd of ſatisfation 
in this Firfl Paper, the Deſign ot it being to put an end;o Particular Diſputes; 
to whichT am folittlea Friend, that I could have been glad to have found, 

as much reaſon initto convince, as I ſaw.there was a fair appearance to deceive. - 
But there is a Lewin or. Minds diſtin from that of out Inclinatiens ; and out of a 
juſt and due regard to That, we muſt examine the molt plauſible Writings, tho 
back'd with the greateſt Authority, before we yield our Aſſent unto them. - 


If particular Controverſies about Matters of Faith could beended by a Princi- 
- ple, 5 vifible a5 that the Scripture. is in Print, all menof ſence would ſoon giye 
over Diſputing ; for none who dare believe what they ſce, can call: that in Que- 
Rion. - But what if the Charch, whoſe Authority, itis (aid; they mult ſubmit toy 
' will notallow them to believe what they ſee ? How: then can this be a ſufficient 
reaſon toſperſwade themtobelievetbe Church, * becauſe. it is 45 vifible a5 that the 
Scripture is in Print ? Unleſs we muſt only uſe our ſenſes to find out the Church,, 
and renounce thera aſſoon as we have doneit, Which isa very bad requital of 
them, and no great Honour to the Church which requires it, , | 


\But with al due fubmiſſion, it. is no more —_— Roman Churchis 
the Catholick Cbarch; 'thanitis, that 4partisthe whole, and the moſt corrupt. 
; part, that one Church, which Chridt bath bere upon Earth. 


It 
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_Itis agreed among all Chriſtians, That Chriſt can þave but one Charch_apou 
Earth, as there is buc ane Lord, ene Faith, one Baptiſin. And thisis that Church 
we proſeſs to belieyein the two Creeds. Butif thole, who made thoſe Creeds for 
our direttion, had intended the Roman ve *hy was it not fo ex- 

preſſed? How came it to paſs that fuc Hinfaarion of the {cnſe of Chriſts Catho- 
 tiuk Churchtothe Roman, ſhould never be put to Perfons to be Baptized in any 
Ages ChufchF Forl M in tt ce off in, evenfyn the 
 RomawAQurch, thatYis requir they Og: CateliChpl 
or that denpthevalidicy of Biptiſm out b{-the Cortimumion of thi an 
Church, From whence itis to me as viſible 45 that the Scripture is in Print, that 
the Church of Romeit ſelf doth ngt, believetbatit is, the one Catholich Church 
mcntioned in the two Creeds, *Fortheh it muſt void all Baptiſin out of its Com- 


munion, which it hath —_— "a7 Ang as 00g Baptiſm rote 


Perfuns intothe Cathol ck 1rch\.Þ is impoſſible, that all havethe tru 
form of Baptif.n, ttough our of the Communion of the Roman Ehurch, ſho 

be M=mbers of the Catholick Church, and yet the Communion of the Roman 
and Catholich/be all one'; ;as idwmſt be if-the:Rowiam:Ghurch, be the--:Carbali k 
aud Apoftolich Church profeſſed: wpoheCrerds: - clo * $145 2109 ct: th 


__. If wehad been ſo happy!towhave lived in'thoſe Bleſſed Tones, ' when the mwl- 
_ tatudeof them that believed were of one heart, and. of ove ſont; it had been n6. 
difficulry-to haveſkevyed thar one /vifille Charcb,nobich Chriſt had here upori Earth, 
- But they nuiſt begreatſtrangers tothe Hiſtory of the Church, who have” not 
heard of theearly and great Divifions in the Communion of itt, And there was 
a remarkable difference inthe;Nature of thoſe Schiſms, which happened in the 
Church ; which being not confideredhathibeen theoccalion of great milapplics- 
rionof cheſayings ofthe Ancients abour the One Catholick Church... Some did 
ſo break off Communion with otherparts of the Catbolick, Charch, as tochallenge 
chur-Ticke wholly tothemſelves ; [as'was evidentin the caſe of the Noyatians and . 
Poxatifls;. for they rebapiiz'd all that embracedtheir Communian; . Others were 
caſt our of Communion upon particalar differences ; whichwere notſuppoſed to 
be of ſuch a narure, 'as tro mike them no members of the Cathalick, Church. So 
the B ſhops of Romeexcommunicated the Biſhops of ſia for notkeeping Eafler 
when They did ; and the Biſhops both of aſia and Africa, for not allowing the 
B-ptifm df: Herericks,  Bucis ir reaſonable roſuppole, that vpon theſe Differen- 
. cesthey ſhur our :11 thoſe, Ho!y Biſhops and Martyrs fronrthe poſſiblility of Salva- 
tion, by excluding them trom their Communion ? If not, then there may be 
. dtferent Commuizions among Chriſtians, which may ſtill continue Parts of the 
Catholick.Church; and cvulcquenily no one Member of ſuch a Diviten ought to 
| -afJume 


| An Anfeer tv oho Firf:oper >. - -- » 1 
aſſame to it ſelf the Title and Authority of the One Cathelick, Church, Butif any 


One preadorhdo, though nener rr UPBanaterites poieet chfune 
Potimpon with the Noyatians an Doki 5,ANf 13 45 0 un hk Jar Mn. © 25g 
which happen thereupon in the Church, as they were, = OURS 0 


Fora long tine before the Reformation, there had been great and conſiderable 
breaches, betweenthe Zafern and Weſtern Churchesz” infornuch-that* they did 
renoutte exch others Communion,  Andin theſe Differences/four Putriarchal 
Churches' Joined together againſt the fifeb, viz. that of the Blhop cf Rojne. 
But the Eaſtern Parriarchs fiking in their Power, by the horrible Invaſiou of the 
Enemies of the Chriſtian Faith ; and the Bſhops of Rome advancing themſelves 
tofo much Authority,” by the advantages they tock- from the kindneſs of fore 
Princes, and the Y/eakneſs of others, They would hear of no other terms of 
accommodation with the Eaſtern Churches, but by an intire ſubmiſſion to the ' 
| Pope 48 Head of the Catholick Church, Which all the Churches of the Eaſt refuſed, 
however different among themſelves; and to this day lock on the Pope's Supre- 
maey as an Innovation in the Church, and Uſurpation on the Rights of the other 
Patnarchs and Biſhops, Inall thoſe Churches the Txwo Creeds are profeſſed, true 
Baptiſm adminiſtred, and an undoubted Succeſſion of Biſhops from the Apoſiles; 
How then come They to be excluded from being Parts of the One Catholick-and- 
Apeſtolick Charch? Andif they be not excluded, how can the Roman Church. 
afſume to it ſelf that glorious Title : So that it ſeems to me 4 viſible as that the 
Scripture is in Print, that the Roman Church neither is, nor can be that One Churth, 
which Chriſt lefe upon Earth, 


And this Principle being removed (which ought to be taken for granted; ſince. 
it can never be proved) we muſt unayoidably enter into the Ocean of Particutar: ' 
Diſputes. And1 know no reafon any can have to be ſo afraid of it, tince. we have 
foſurea Compaſs, as the Holy Scripture to direct our paſſige, Burthe reaſon © 
of avoiding particular Diſputes is, becauſe the evidence is too cleariti them, ' that. 
the Charch of Rome hath notoriouſly deviared from: this infal'ible Rule, And it , 
is as impoſſible fora Church,” which hatherred, robe Infullible; as for 2Charch ' 
really Infallikfe, toerr. But if a Charch pretend to prove her Infallibility by _ 
Texts, which are not ſo clear, as thoſe which prove her to have zEually ened ; 
then we havegreater reaſon to recede fromher Errors, than to be geceived with 
ſuch afallible pretence toInfallibily, © © + Wnt ns 2 RR 
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Andisitindeed le tothe Church fo believe 4 it alt: But the. meaning L 
ſuppoſes, that thoſe, who reje& the Authority ofthe RomanCatholick Church, .! 
do leweevery man to believeaccording to his own fancy. Certainly. theſe of 
the.Church of England, cannot be liable to any impuration of this Navie. » 
For.our Church receives the three Creeds, and embraces the four General Coun-'! 
cils, | and profeſſes to hold. nothing contrary to any Univerſal Tradition. of 
the Church from the Apoſtles times. ..- And we haye oftetoffered:to put the | 
Controverlies between Us, and the Church of Ropne upon that iſſue. ...And.da 
not thoſe rather believe as they. pleaſe, who believe the Roman Ehurch to be. the. . 
Catholick Charch, withoutany colour from Scriptures, Antiquity or Reaſon -? 
Da nct thoſe believe as they pleaſe, 'who-can believe againſt the moſt convincing 
evidence of their own ſenſcs ? Do not thoſe believe as they pleaſe, whocan recon- 
cile the-lawtulneſs ofthe Worſhip of Images, with Gods forbidding it, the Com-:. 
'- © munion in one kind, with Chriſts Inſtitution, and the praying in an upknown 

| Tnges withthe. 14. Ch, of the firſt. Epiſtle to the Corinthiays ? 


- But all theſe and. many other Abſurdities may 20 down by yertue of the - 

C: wiches Authority, towhow, it is faid, Chriff left the Power upon Earth to go--. 
yern wu in matters of Faith, We do not deny that the Church hath Authority of | 
declaring matters of Faith, or elſe it never covld have condemr?d the Antient 
H-refies, . But then we mult conſider the dfference between_the Univerſal 

Churchin a. General and free Council, declaring the ſenſe of Scripture in Articles 
of Faith, generally received inthe Chriſtian Chureh from the Apoliles Times, 
as. was done when the Nicene Creed was made; and a Fadtion in the Church. 
aſluming to it ſelf the Title of Catholick,. andproceedingby, other rules, . than the | 
firſt Councils did, and impoſing new. Opinions and Pradtices, as things neceffory!. 

ra'the Communion of the Catholick Charch. ' And this.is the true Pointin diffe- 
rence between us, and thoſe of the Roman Church about the Churchgs Authority. . 
in tnatters of Faith, ſince the Council, of Trent. For we think we have vezy i 
\greatreaſon to.complain, when a Party in the Church, ' the m3ſt corrupt. and- 

obnoxious, takes upon it ſelf. to define magy new. 'DoGtines,, ax neceſſary 

Points of Faith, which haye neither Scripture, nor - Univerſal Tradiian op 


them. 


oo» Yi Bert's wary HHPatonal ibpug, we'are told; ro Wat Laws for $ * 


Countrey, and leave'it to the Inhabitants to Be Interpreters and Jud 


s 4 


conſequence no ſuch thing, a either Right or Wrong, _ 


" ges of thoſe Laws; for then every Man. will be hw. own Judge, and ty 


_ Butis it Hot as.ir74tiondl/toallow.an Uſurper tointerpret the Laws to his own. - 
advantage, againſt che juſt Title of the Prince, and the rue Intereſt of the; Peo- 
ple ?i And if it be not Reaſonable for any private Perſon tobe bisown Fudg, why 
ſhould 2 publick Invader be ſo ? But, we hope. it will be allowed to the; Loyal 
Inhabicants of a Country, fo far tointerpree the Laws, as to be able tounderſtand 
the Duty, they owe to their King, and to juſtifie his Right againſt al} the Pretcnces - 
of Uſurpers, - And this is as much as we plead for in.this cale. 


 'Can we therefore ſuppoſe, That God Almighty would" leave us at 


Man to be bis own Fudge ? 


And can we rea{unably ſuppoſe, That Ged Almighty ſhould give w 4 Rale not 
capable of being underſtood by thoſe to zphom it was given, in order to the great 
Endof it, yiz. the ſaving of their Souls? For this was the main end of the Rule, 
to dire us in; the way to Heavens and not meerly to: determine Controverſies. 
The Staff, which a Man uſes, may ſerve to meaſure things by, burthe principal 
deſignis ro walk withit, Soitis with the Holy Scriprtre, if Cha arife : 
It is fit to examine and compare them with this Infallible Rule ; bur when that is 
done to help'usin our way ro Heavenis that which it was chi: fly-intended for, 
Andno' Mn can think ic of cqual conſequence to himz- not to be miſtaken, and . - 


not to be damned. In matters of Good and Evil; every mans ConſCehice is his . © 


i,nmediate judge, .and. why norin matters of Truth-and Falſhood ? Unleſs we 
ſupp>ſe mens involuntary miſtakesto be more dangerous than their w'l'ul fins, 
Bur after all, Je, do not leave every Mantobe bis own Fudge, any further than 
it concerns his own Salvation, which depends upon his particular Care and Since- - 
rity... , For to prevent any dangerous Miſtakes by the Artifice of Seducers, we do 
allow the Affiltance of thoſe Spiritual Guides, which God hath appointed in his 
Church, for the berter inſtructing and governing private Perfans : We embrace 
the Ancient Creeds, as aſammary comprehenſion of the Articles of Faith ; and 
think no Man ought to follow his own particular Fancy 2giinſt Dorines ſo uri- 
ycr{ally receivedinthe Chriſtian Church, from the Apoliles Times, -- 
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, Zdeach ax Iagenons Mer, phether is fee the ſame. thing to 
follow our own Fancy, or to interpret Scripture vs FH. A | wy 


| Tf $ealſowed tio Creeds, no Fathers, rio Couticils, thety nighehave been 


hn ts . 


ſome colour for ſuchaQueſtion, © Bit do ive prrniie: Men ro 
. according to their own Farccy, who live in a Church, which owns the Doctrine 
of the Primitive Charch niore frankly and ingenuoufly,  thinany Churck- in the 
Wotld beſides, without ſertingtip any private Spirit againſtie, or the preſent Ro+ 
#14n Charch to be the Interpreter of it. And now I hope I may have-leave 
to ask ſome Queſtions of any ingenuous Man; 2s, whether 1t be not. the ſame 
thing for the Church of Rowe to make the Rule,” as ro aſſume to it ' ſelf the ſole 
Power of giving the ſenſe of it ® For what can a Rule (ignify without the ſenſe? 
Andif this were theimention of Almighty God, hadit not been as neceſſary to 
havetold us, to whom he had given the Power of Interpreting the Rule, as 
to haye given the Ruleirſelf? Whetherit be reaſonable for the Church of Rome, 
ro interpret thoſe Texts, wherein this Power of [neetpreting,'s ro be contajned? 
Fot this is to make ic Fudge in its. own Cauſe, which was thoupkt.ah Abſurdicy 
before. And whether it be not as miſchievous to allow' a Profperons Ulurper 
the Power of Interpreting Laws, according to his own Intereſt, as any priyate 
Perſon xccording to his own Fancy ? Whethcrit be poſſible to reform Diforders 
in the Church, when the Pcr{i;n principally accufedis Sipream: Judge > Whether 
thoſe can be thdifferent Judges in Councils, who beforchand take-an Oath, to 
defend that Atichority whichis tobe Debated > Whether Tradition be 'not as 
_ 2 Rule, as Fancy, when Men judge of 'Fradition according to their - 
ancy ? {is 


7 would have any Man ſhew me, where the Power of deciding mat- 
tees of Faith is given to every particular Man. 


© Tf by deciding Matters of Faith be underſtood the determining them in fuch x 
manner, asto oblige others, 1 do not know where itis given to every particular 
Min, nor howit ſhould be. Forthen every particular Man would have a Power 
over every particular Man; and there would want a new Dt cifion, whoſe ſhould 
take p'ace. ' Bin if by deciding Matters of Faith, no more be meant, but every 
mans veing fitisfied ot thi. Reaſons, why he believes one thing to be true, and 
hot ancther ; thzt'bclongs t5 every Agun, as he is bound to take care of his Soul, 
ad muſt give an account bct1 to God and Man of the Reaſon of his Faith. And: 
whar cafh be meantin Scripture by Proving all things, and bolding fait that which is 
£oed, 3 Thefl'5.21, By trying the Spirits whether they be of God, 1John 4. 14 


Faith-?. And 


© Chrift left his Pawer-to his Church, .cven ta fargive Sins in Heaven, 


and left hu Spirit with them, which they exerciſed after his Reſar- 


"0 reftion. 


_ But where then was the Reman Catbolick Church? And how can it be herce 
inferred, That theſe Powers are now in the Church of Rowe, exclulive roall o+ 
thers,. unleſs.it be made appear that it was Heir-General to. all the Apoitles? I 
ſuppole it will be granted, thatthe Apoliles had ſome gifts of the Spirit, which 
the Church of Rome will notin M pretend to; ſuchas the Gitrof T'ongues, 
the Spirit of Diſcerning, Prophelie, Miraculous Cures and Puniſhments, Now, 
here lies the difficulty, tofhew what part of the Promiſe of the Infallible Spirie 
(for the ordinary Power of the Keys relates not to this matrer) was to expire with = 
the Apoſtles, and what was to be continued to the Churchin all Ages, A Promiſe 
of Divine Aſliſtance is denied by none but Pelagians : But how far that extends, is 

-the Queſtion, Inthe Souls of good Menic is ſo as to keep them in the way ta 
Heaven, but not to prevent any lapſe into fin; and it were worth our knoging, 
where God hath eyer promiſed to keep ary Men more ftom Eror,thin from Sin. 
Doth he hate one more than the other ? Is one more diſagreeing to the. Chiltian - 
Do@-inethan the other ? How came then ſo much to be aid for the keeping 
Men from Error, when ar the ſame time, ' they confeſs they may notonly com- 
mir greatſins, but err very dangerouſly in the molt Solemn manner, in what 
relates tothe DoQrine of Manners, Would any have believed the Apaliles Infal- 
lible, if they had known them to be Perſons of ill Livesz or that they had no+ 
eoriouſly, erced in ſome Rules of great Cpnfequence to the Welfare of Mankind? 
New, all chisis freely yielded, as to the Pcetenceof, Infallibility in the Chutch 
of Reme. Itis granted, that the Guides of that Church have been very bad Men; 
and that in Councils they have frequently erred about the Depcling Power, be- 
ing only 3 Matter of Praftice, and notof Faith, Whether irbe ſo cr nor, Inow' 
diſpute not ; bur ic 1s granted, that notwithſtanding this Infallible Spirir, the Ro- 
man Church may groflyerr in a muter of. mighty.Conſequence to the Peace of 
Chriſtendom ; andyerit cannot errindecteeing the leaſt Matters of Faith. As 

- for Inſtance, it can by no means err about thei ſeven $acraments, or the Tniention 

of the Priefl abour:them; butit may ecc _—_ Depoſing Princes, and Abſolying $ub 
To | | -2T | ji a; 


| boaet ir 6606 Rerele; Bur they Hiby'Uboiit #9 yorhe? whitſgever © © f-1hth 
| Uipafs overtbeinearParagroph,/the eſe being itiperfeB, and) wheels nate 
rialabout the Creets, hach-been ſpoken to already oO EN | 
. That which nextdeſerves Conſideration, is, | 


That the C harch was the Judge even of the Scripture it felf, MY 
wy years after the Apoſtles, which Books were Canonical, " and" which 


were not, © 


We have a diſtin&ion among us of Judges of the Law and Judges of the Fat : 
The One decl:res what the Law is, the Fatt being ſuppoſed ; the Other gives 
judgment upon'the Fad, asit appears before them. Nowin this Caſe about the 
Canonical Books, 'the Church is net judge of the Lww, Fortheyare not toge- 
clare whether a Book appearing to be Canonical ought by it to be received for Ca- 
wonical ; (which is taken for granted among al! Chriſtians) but all they haye todo, 
is to give judgment upon the Matter of Fact, i.e, whetherit appear upon ſvfficient 
Evidence to have been a Book written by Divine Inſpiration, And the Church of 
Rome hath noparticular Pciviledge in this matter, but gives its Judgmenr as other 
' partsof the Chriſtian World do: Andif irtakes uponit to judge contrary to the 
general ſenſe of the Chriſtian Church, we are not to be concluded by it ; but an 


I Appeal lyes to a greater Tribunal of the Univerſal Church, 


And if they had this Power, then I defire to know, how they came 
to loſe it c | Sh 


Whoare meant by Thzy? And what is underſtood by this Power? It is one 
thing for a Part of the Church to give Teſtimony toa matter of FaQ, and ancther 
ro aſſume the Power of making Books Canonical, which were not ſo. This latter 
no Church in the Worldhath, and therefore can never loſe ir: The former is 0n- 
ly Matter of Teſtimony, and all parts of the Church are concerned'in it, and 
it depinds as other Matters:of FaQt do, on the Skill and Fidelity of the Repor- 


rers, | 


' And by what Autherity Men ſeparate themſelves from that Church 2 


What Church ? The Catholick and Ap6ſtolick ? We own no Separation from 
that ; but weare d {-joined from the Communion of 'the Roman Church, that we 
| may keep up the-ſiriter Union wich-the truly Catholick and Lpoſtolick Church, 
 * And thisis no Separating our ſelyes, but being calt out by an Uurping FiRion in 

2 | : the 
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| byit;'thech is alicheUſ cli 
impoſed byir ; the chietwherrof is owning ali'c wpation, which 


grees bee nbrougbriotoir, To make this plain by an Example : 

poſe a proſperous Uſurper in this Kingdom had gaineda'con(idetable [ntereſt in 
it, and challenged a Title to the whole: and therefore required of all the Kings 
SubjeRs, within his Power, toown himto be Rightful King : Upon this; ma»+ _ 


ny of them are forced to withdraw, becauſe they willhot own his Title : Is tfify - - _ 


an a of Rebellioy, - and nor rather of true Loyzlty ? Schiſmin the Church is ſike 
Rebellion in the State. The Pope declares himſelf Head of the Catholick Church, 
and hath formed himſelf a kind of Spiritual Kir gdom inthe Weſt ; alchorgh the 
other parts of the Chriſtian World declareagainſtir' as an Uſurpation, How- 
ever, he goes on, and makes the owning bis Power'a neccſiry Condition of 


+ being of his Communion. This many of the Weſtern Parts, as we'l as Eaſtern, 


diſown and reje&, nd therefore are excluded Communion with that Church, 
whereof he is owned to bethe Head, The Queſtion now is, Who gives the 
Occaſionto this Separation ? whether the Pope, by requiring the owning his 
Uſurpation, -or We, by declaring :gainſt it 2- Now, if- the Cond tions, he re- 

uires, be unjuſt and unreaſonable ; it his Authority, he challenges, over the. _ 
Catholick Church, be a meer Uſurparion. (for which we have not only the Con- 
ſent of the other Parts of che-Chriſtian World, but of Scripture and the Ancient 
Church) then we are not to be condemned, for ſuch a Separation, which was 
unayoidable, if we would not comply with the Pope*s Ulurpation. And upon 
this/Foot the Controverlieabout Schiſm ſtands berween Us andthe Church: of 
Rome, 


The only Pretence I ever heard. of, was, becaufe the Charch hath 


Hail'd in wreſting and interpreting the Scripture contrary to the true 


ſenſe and meaning of it; and that they have impoſed Articles of Faith - 


"upon us, which are not to be warranted by God's Word. 1 do defire” 


to know who is to be Fugde of that, whether the whole Church, 


the Succeſſion whereof hath continued to this day without inter. © 


ruption ; or particular Men, who have raiſed Schiſms for their own 
advantage. £4 


The whole force of this Paragrap's depends upon a Svppclition, which is 
taken for granted, but will never be yielded by Us, and we are ſure c n 
never be proved by thoſe of the Church of Rome, viz. Thatin the new impa: 
ſed Articles, the whole Charchin a Continued Succeſſion bath been of the fame 
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Traditivn from the Apoltics Times;: either as tothe Papal Supremacy, or the o- 
ther Articles defined by the Comncil of Treflt. We do not'take upon. our {{lves 
to gontradict the Univerſal ſenſe of the Chriſtian Church from the Apoltles'Times 
in (oy onePoint. - But the'true Realonof the proceeding of the Church of: Eng- 
land was this, While the Popes Authority was here received and obeyed, there 
was no.liberty of ſearching into abuſes, or. the ways of Reforming them. -- Bue 
when Men were encouraged to lookinto the Scripture, and Fathers, and Councils, 
they ſoon found the ſtate of things in the Church extreamly aitered from what 
they oughtto hayebeen, or-had been in the Primitive Church : But they ſaw no 
{libility of Redreſs, as lang as the Popes Authority was ſo abſolute and inviola- 
ble. This therefore in the farſt place they ſet thenaſelves to the accurate Exami- 
nation of, and the Reſule was,' that they could findit neither in the Scriptures, 
nor Fatbers,. nor Councils, nor owned by the Eaſtern Churches : And there- 
fore they concluded it ought to be laid afide, as an Uſurpatien. Our Church be- 
ing by this means ſer free (even with the conſent of Thoſe, who joined with 
the Church of Rome in other things) a greater liberty was then uſed in examining 
particular Docrines and PraRices, which had creptinto the Church by degrees, 
when Ignorance and Batbariſm prevaid ; and baving finiſh'd this cnquirs Ar- 
ticles of Religion were drawn up, wherein the ſenſe of our Church was deliver- 
ed, agreeable to Scripture and Antiquity, though different fram the Modern 
Church of Rome; and theſe Articles are not the private ſenſe of particular Men, 
but the Publick Standard whereby the World may judge, what we believe and 
practiſe ; and therefore theſe are the ſenſe of our Church, and not the opinions or 
_ fancies of particular Men. And thoſe who call the tetrenching the Popes exor- 
bicant Power by the pame of Schiſm, mult by parity of reaſon call the caſting off 
an Ulurper Rebellion. Bur certainly thaſe who conſider the mighty advantages 
and peirledges of the Clergy in the Church of Rane, can never zably ſulpeR- 
any of that Order ſhould hope to better themſelyes by the Reformation, . - And _ 
if wejudge of MensaQiings by their Intereſt, one of the maſt ſurpriing conſide- 
m_ at this day is, that the Clergy ſhould be againf, and Princes forthe Church 
Rome, : ; - Re Reg 
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ring to confider, what a world of FHerefies are crepe 
into thu Nation. FE | 

| Butis ic not a ſtrange thing to confider, that nodiſtinRionis here put between 
the Religion by Law eflabliſhed,; ard the Parties difowned by it, and diſlentivg from 
it? And _o many of theſe, though juſtly liable to the charge of Schiſm, embrace 
no Hereſres againſt che Four or Six firſt General Councils, Butifthe Diſſenters 
were guilty of neyer ſo many Herelies, how comes the Church of Englandto bear 
the blame of them; when the weakning its Power and Authority was the occafion 
of ſuchari overflowing of Schifrs and Herefies among us? And it isindeed a fad - 
thing toconſider how many Ways and Means have been ufcd by all Parties toin- 
troduce and keepup Schiſms and Divifions amovgſt us, and then howthe Church 
of England's blamed for not being ableto ſuppreſs them, Bur if all DoRtines- 
oppolite tothe Church of Rome be accounted Herefies, then we deſire to be in- 
f-rmed, how'the Church of Rome came to have this Power of dcfiatng Heretical 
DoQrines ; or how any Doctrine comes to be-Hereſie by being contrary to its 
definitions, For Herefie is anobſlinate oppoſing ſome neceſſary Article of Faith. 
It muſt therefore be proved, 'that what the Charch of Rome declares, doththere-: 
by brcome aneceffary Article of Fath, or itis very unreaſonable to lay the im- 
putation'of Herefte upon us, And this can never be ma'ntained, without proving 
that the Church of Rome hath a Power to make DoQtrines not nec ſſiry before, 
x0 þecome neceffary by her Definition; which is the fime rhing with making 
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"New Articles of Faith. Bur theſe can never beprovedto be ſuch by Univerſs] 
Tradition; which the Church of Rome pretends far all her Articles of. Faith... . 
” Every Man thinks himſelf as competent a Fudge of Scripture, as 
the very Apoſtles themſelves. EI Inn | 


Doth Every Man among us pretend toan infallible Spirit ? and yet Every Man 
owns-thaxthe Apcſtles had it:7 "But What is meant by being 4 Fudge of Sepipture? 
It no mote be underſtood, thah that/every uſt uſe his underſtanding bout 
its L deny is po Crime nor Herefle, The Sctipture mult he believdd in arder 
ro Salvation, and therefore it muſt be underſtood 3 for how cati a Man believe, 
what he underftands not the ſenſe or meaning of ? If he muſt underſtand the 
ſenſe he mult be Fudge of the ſenſe z lo thatevery Man, who is bound to be- 
lieve the Scrpturc in order to his Salvation, muſt be Judge of the ſenſe of the 
Scriptiire, Tofar as concerhs bis Salyation.” Bur if by beirg a Fidge of the Scrip- 
ture bs meant giving-ſuch a judgment, as obliges others to ſubinit. ro it, then a- 
mong us no particular Man doth pretend to be a competent Fudge of Scripture, fo 
as to bind others to rely upon his Authority in expounding Scripeore: . Weown 
the Authority of Guides in the Church, and du ubmlicwothem but we do 
not allow thezn to be as competent Fudges of Scripture as the yery Apeftles. 


+ And tu no wonder it ſhould be ſo, fince that part of the Nation, 
which looks moſt like a Church, dares not bring the true Arguments 
againſt the other Sefts, for fear they ſhould be turned againſt them- 
ſelves, and confuted by their own Arguments. | "OE 


Th'sisgdireQly lev Fd againſt the Church of England, which is hereby charged 
with Ir.fincerity or Weaknets in dealing with the Diſſc oters. But we mult conſider 
the meanirg of this Charge, It i no wonder it ſhould be ſo, i.e. That every Man 
ſbould think bimſelf as competent a Judge of Scripture, as the very Apoſtles, brcauſe 
 theChurch of England dares not uſe the true Arguments againit the Sets.  Whence 
it appearsthat this true Argment is the Churches infallible Authority,..and the Qb- 
ligation of all Members of the Church to ſubmit their judgments; intirely thereto, 
1 confels that if the Church'cf England did pretend to this againt the Seftaries,they 
m'ght juſtly turn it againſt her ; becauſe in our Articles, th 0. the Churches Authe- 
rity be alerted, yet Infallibilityis denyed. If there can be no Authority inaChurch, 
without Inf..llibility ; or there can be no obligation to ſubmit to. Authority, with- 
cutit, then-the Church of England doth nor uſe the beſt Arguments againſt Se- 
Ctaries, But if there be nogrcund for. Tatallib:liry,if the Caurch which hat moſt 
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bath been moltgroſly deceived , if the Heads of that Church ; 
gbcen notburely Gilpeftel:of Herefia,:; bir.one: of theim Rands condeayied . 
for ir in Three General Councils, . own'd by that Church; then for all-thar:1+can. 
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ſanfulnels.apd folly of the SeRarics refuling to ſubmir.egit,, + .., 1... 1... « 


, The Church of England (a tix called) junild [ain bene it thought, 
= That they are Fudges in matters Spiritual, yet dare not. ſay pofitroely, 
E there is no Appeal from them... | 1100.3 net ov Sor ke 22s. 
he . Tsn0t the Church of Evglendreally what ie. called. Lygould fin know what 
” it wants.to make jeas gooda Church, as any inche Chriſtian World? Ir wants nei-, 
he ther Faith (if the Creed contain it) not Sar7aments, .(and thulecntize) nog Sus- 
PF: ceſſion of Biſhops, (as certain as Rome itſclf) nor a'Liturgy, (more agreeing to Pri-, 
a- mitive Warſh'p,than is any where elſe to be found.) Why then che Church of Eus- | 
o land, a *tis called? Well! Bur what is this Clurch now blamed for :. They preterd 
= tobe Fudges in matters Spiritual, and yer dare not ſa) there is no appeal-fiom them, 
lo How then? Are there nq true Judges, bur ſuch as there lies no Appeal. rom ? 
y Thete lies an Appeal from any Judges in the Kings Courts to the Court of Parlia- 
rent; are They not therefore truc Judges in }/eflminſter-Hall ?- There .lay an 
A Appeal fram Bi sto'Metropol'tans, from chem to Patriarchs,from Patriarcbs 


nana Conrad, according to thie Antient Polity of. the Church. Were there 
therefore no true Judges, but General Councils 7 © GS V6 ne 

. Whac follows. relating tothe 'Churches Authority, and every Mnns following + 
his own judgment, hath been anſwered already. 1 proceed. therefore, to whac: 
further: concerns this matter of Appeal. | | 


What Countrey can ſubfiſt in Quict, where there's not a Supream 
Fudge, from whence there can be no Appeal » 016 on 2 fe ene 
CAT TT. I p 'Y FE . ' 


'Thenatural conſequence from .hence appears to- be, That every National. 
Church ought to have the Supream Power within'ir ſelf. But how come Ap-. 
peals to a tureign Jur {yiQion to tend to the Peace and Quiet of a Churche They - 
have bzen always complained of in the beſt Apes of the Church,and by the b+{t: 
; Men; ſoch' af St: Cyprizh, and St. Atyuſtine. and'the whole African Churches, 
j The. warſt Men begm them, andhe-worlt Church'encouraged them, withs 
> out regard to the Peace of the Chriſtian" Church, (o ir increaſed its. own: Gran=: © 
 denc by them, _ > | | 
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: We have had nheſe hundred Tears paſt, the ſad offatis of denying vo 
the Church, that Power in matters Spiritual,” without an Appeal. - 


Andoour Anceſtors for mmy hqndred Years laft paſt, found the intolerable In- 
con /eniencies of an Appeal 'tofor Jnifdiction;' - 'Whereby the Nation was 
cxhuſted, Juſtice cbltracted, rhe,Clergy oppreſſed, and he Kings Preroggiive 
greatly ditainifhed.” © Bug theſe kweve fee things in Compariſon to what we-bave 
felt theſe buydred Fears puſt forwantof it. oo Io 

Have nor the Kiogs Courts been open for matters of Law and: Juſtice, -which- 
have been fd with Mep of as grear Ab'licies and lotegrep, nee the Reformation 
a5ever they were before? Hach not rhe Appeal ro the King in his H-gh Court of 


Chancery bgen as mph for the Kin; '& People,zs everthe Appeal was ro theCourr 
oF Rome? Have not all the-Neighbour Princes been forced” for rhe preferviyg 
their oven Dignity to fer Bounds and Limits to Appeals to Rowe, and.to Orders 
or Bulls that come from thence. How hen comesThe want of ſuch an_A ppzal 
to be thought to produce ſuch ſad effeRs here ? AI Chriftendom groans under 
the fd effeGts ofthem : angitis a very felf-denying humour for thoſe to-by molt 
ſenſible of the w:nt of them, who would really ſuffer the moſt by them, _ * + 


grees with, the Qpinion: of that Tyme. ; 
The ſenſe cf this Period is not fo ciear, but that one may eaſily miſtake abcurir. 
'Lhat which is aimed at, is, that we af the Church of England, have no tie upon us, 


| 


Rronglyagai of the Church of Reme? For why doany adheretothat 
bur becauſe ic 


is totheir Judgment ſozo do? What evidence can-they | 4 
give, thatitis F inthem; and only Fancy in us? It Reaſon muſt be that 
which puts the re donor queſtion, butto make ours appear tobe Faug: 


went, and-theirs Fancy? For whatis an. infallible Fudge, which Chrilt never ap- 
poinecd, bur Fancy? Whats their anw7itcen Word, as a Rule of Faith tobe i 
reccived with che Scriptures, but Fancy ?. What is giving honour 'to God by the 
Worſhip of Imagesbut Fancy? What is making Mediators of Interceſſion, beſides 
the Mediatorof Redemption, but Fancy? Whatisthe Doctrine of Concomitancy, 
to make amends. for half the Sacrament, :but Fancy ?. What: is the ſubfancial 
Change of the Elements inte the Body of Chriſty bur Fancy? for both Serſes-and 
Reaſon are againſt it. What is the deliverance of Souls out of Purgatory, by Maſſes 
for the Dead, but meer Faticy ? Butl forbear giving any more Inſtarces, 


So that according to this Doftrine, there is no other Church vor In 
rerpreter of Scripture but that which Lies.in every Man's giddy Brain- 


** 'Let Mens Brains be as giddy, as they are faidtobe, for all that I can fee, they are: 
the beft facu'ries they can make uſe of, for the underſtanding of Scyprure, of any 
thiogelſe, Andis there any Infllible Church upon Earth, which muſt noe be be- 
holding ro Mens giddy Brains for belicying it? Andit may be, neve: theieſsgiddy for 
doingit ? For G2d-ſake why doany Men take the Church of Rome to be 1nfallible? 
fs it nor, becauſe their LInderſtandings tell chem they ought ſo to do?S9 that by this + 
conſ.quence, there is no Infallible Church, but what lies in every Mans giddy Brain, 


of defire to know therefore of every ſerious Confiderer of theſe things, 
whether the great Work of our Salvation ought to depend on ſuch a 


Sandy Foundation. as this?  _ 


* Ichank God Thave ſeriouſly conſidered this matrer, andmuſt declire that I ind 
no Chiiſtian Church buiſton a more ſandy Furman, then that, which pretends 


«> 4 Ia 4 


Tobe ſetled uport« Rock; Fnican, ſo far xit impoſes the new Faith of Trent; as 4 


nec: ſiry Condirionvof Salvation.” Had we no other reaſon to embrace Chrift - 


*anity, thari fuck as rhey' offerfor theſe New DoGtrines, Vam nivch#fraid Chriſti. 
anity it ſelf, toall inquiſitive Men, weuld be thought to.have but a-Sardy Frinda- 
tion, But what is this Sandy Fowndation we build upon Þ'* Every Mai.*s private 
judgmentin Region? No underſtanding Man builds upon his own Ju&ginenr, 
bur no Man of underſtanding can believe-without tr, 'For 1a ppeal eoany ingenious 
Man, whether lie dotlhy nor as much build upon hisown Juegnient, who chulet' the 
'Churth,zs he that chuſeth Scripearefor his Rule? Andhethitehuſeth the Chuith; 


hath miny more D.fficukics to cenquerthan the other hath:;* For the Charth can. 


"never be a Rule without the Scriptures, but the Scriptures may without the Chu: c&; 
Andir is no ſuch eaſy matter to find the Churches Infallibility ih the Scriptere, Buc 
ſuppoſe that be found, he hath yer a harder Point to ger over, viz; How the Pro: 
miſes relating tothe Church in general, came tobe approptiated to the*Charch of 
Rome, Whicha Man muſt have anadmirabie Faculty ar d.ſceinirg;” wks can 
find it out, either in Sciipture, cr the Records of the Ancient Church, ©  - 

The. p'aces of Scrip:ure whichare brought about Chrifi*s being with his, Church 
fo the end of the World, about the Power to forgive Sins; about the Clergy being 
God's Labourers Husbandry, Building, having the Mind of Chiift ; do as effeRua}- 
ly prove Inf liibility of the Church of England, as the Church of Rome; for 1 cant 
Nor diſcern the leaſt irclination in any ot them to favour one againſt the other, 


And pray.confider on the other fide, that thoſe who reſiſt the Truth, 
and will not ſubmit to his Charch, draw their Arguments. from Impli- 
bations, . and far fec d Interpretations, at the ſame time that they deny 
Plain and pofitiveWords :_ which u ſo great a Diſingenuity, that 'tis 
not almoſt to be thought that they can telieve themſelves. —_ 


* © Thisisa very heavy Charge; To refit the Truth, to deny plain and peſuive Wordsof 
Scripture ;to be guilty of great Diſingenuity, ſo 45 not to believe our ſelves, are faults of 
ſo high a nature, as mult argue not only a bad Cuuſe, but a very bad Mind; And God 
forbid, that thoſe of the Church of England, ſhou!d ever be found guſlty of theſe 
thirgs. Burto come to Particulars ; Is it refifling Truth, or arguing from-1mpli- 
cations and denying plain and peſutive Words of Scripture, to lay, Je muſt not worſhip 


vl 
9. 
Y 


Images; We muit make God alone the. Obje(t of Holy Ip orſhip ; We muſt give the - 


Euchyriſt in both kinds according to Chrift's expreſs Inflitution; We muſt underſtand 
our Prayers, when St. Pauls words are fo clear about it: So farat le:ft we have plain 
and poſitive Worts pf Scripture on ourfige. And for Implications, and far- fetcl/d 
Interpretations commend me ro the Popes Bulls, eſpecially when they have a mind 
to prove their Amhority from Scripture ; which they can do from In the beginning, 
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That there are Expreffins.in Scr'p:ure as plain & poſitive as this, which none think 
themſelves bound to underſtand in their literal ſerſe.” For then we muſt all belic yz, 
thar God hath Eyes and Ears,4 Face, Hands and-Feet,as firmly, as that the Bread was 
then turned into Chrili*s Body, when he ſpake thoſe words, © And 1 would know, 
whether the ChriſtianChurchrejechogethe Dgetrine of Phoſe who made God to 
be liks to Aſn, wagnor chargeabl= wich the ſaqge-reſilling the: Truth, and denying 
plain:@ poſurive Words of Scripturecas we are? Ayd yer I hope the Chriſtian Cherch 
did then believe it ſelf, Suppoſe any ſhould aſſert, That the Rock, in the Wilderneſs , 
was really changed into Chriſt's Body ; would not he have the very ſame Things 
to ſay againſt thoſe whodenied n:? -For are notthe. Words as plain and as poſutive, 
That Rock was Chriſt > But Sacramental Expreſſions, by the conſent of the Chri- 
fliah Church, 'and the very Nature'ofthe Thing, areof' Cifferent ſeiſe from 
Logical Propoſitions, Andif this had been fmtendedin the plain andliteral ſenfe, 
St. Paul would never have as plainly and poſitively called it Bread after Conſecra- 
tion ; .nor the Cup be ſaid tobethe New Teſtamentin his Blood, | 


The C ncluſionis: | 


Is there any other Foundation of the Proteftant Church, but that if © 
the Civil Magiſtrate pleaſes, he may call ſuch of the Clergy as he thinks 
fit for his turn at that time, aud turn the Church either to Presbytery, 
or Independancy, or indeed what he pleaſes * This was the way of our 
ports,» Reformatian here in England. - And by the ſame Rule and 
Authority, it may be altered into as many Shapes aud Forms as there 


are Faxcies in Mens Heads. 


: - This looks like a yery unkind Requital :o the Church of England, ſort er Zeal 
inaſſerting the Migiſtritc?> Power againſt a Foreign Jur (dition; to inter from 
"thence, that the Magiſtrate may change the Rel:gion here which way he pleaſ<s. 
But altho we attribute the SupreamFuriſditiomio theKing;yerxe do not queſtion | 
but there.are inviolable Rights of the Church, which orghtro-be pelerved againſt 
the Funcies of ſ>me, and the Uſurpations of others, We doby no means make our 
'R 1gion mutable, according tothe Magiſtrates pleaſure, -For the Rule of our Re- 
.igionis unalterable, being the Holy Scripture ; butthe Exctcile of it,is under the 
xegulatianof.the Laws of the Land, And as we have cauſe tobe tharkful to God, 
'when Kings are Nurſmg Fathers toour Church; ſo weſhali never ceaſe 10 pray fac 
their.cpntinuing ſo; and thatinall things we may behave our ſelyes towards-the n. 


' a4 becoines good Chriſtians, and Luyal Subjefs AN 
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ſcems to be aimed at here, is, This "i . 
Emmy Body ; wherein the words ſeen to be plain and poſitive on their ſide, and our 7 
* ſenſe to be from Implications, or far fet&b Interpretations. To which TI Anſwer, 


| 
| 


could have been a competent Judge of thaſe Reaſons ar M 


.cumltances are mentioned, which cannot 


AN I Ss 
TO THE 


THIRD PAPER. 


HE Third Paper is ſaid tobe written by a Great Lady for the ſutafe- 
[ fion of her Friends, asto the Reaſansof Her leaving the Communion of 


the Church of England, = ps deed. 6 her ſelf: # Member of the Roman 
Catholick;Church, I written nothin i, none 
otives ſhe X for its 
but herlelf : bur ſince ſhe was pleaſed to pyrite this Paper to ſerivfy ber Frievds ; 
and itis thought fit tobe publſhed for general Cari jon, all Readers have a 
right to judge of _— agthof fs and thoſe of the Charch  Englan, 
w > v5 GE to vindicate the Honour of ir, ſo far asit may be thevght- ro ſeffer 
t 
"I am ſenſible how nice and t:nder ath? its, tomeddle in a-Matter wherein 
the Memory of ſo Great « Ladyis ſonear concern'd ; and wherein ſuch Cir- 
ly be cleared, the Parties themſelves 
having been many Years dead: But Iſhall endeavour to keep within due bounds, 
and canfider this Paper with reſpe& to the main Deſign of it, and take notice of 
other Particulars fo far as they are ſubſervient to it. 
The way of her S«tifattion mult needs appear very extraordinary ; for to- 


wards the Concluſion ſhe confeſſes, She was not able, ner would ſhe -emter into 


Diſputes with any Body. Now where the Differerce between. the ewo Churches 
lies wholly in Mattersof Diſpute, how any one cou'd be truly ſatisfied, as tothe 


_ *Grounds of leaving one Church, and going to the other, without entring inte 


matters of Diſpute with ny body, is hardto underſtand, * If Perſons be reſolved 
-before-hand what to do, and therefore will hear nothing faid againſt it, there is 


OO An elaflerrothe Third Paper. 9 
EEhoſach way. 2x todeclatethey will enter into;no Diſpmos chome ir, But what Sa-. 
ifatticnisto be hadin this manner of proceeding ? How could one bred up in the 


'  Ghurchof Englaud, and ſo well infiruded inthe Dodirines of itz ever fatisfy her 
ſelfinforſaking the Communion of it, without enquiring into, and comprtin 
the Doftcines and PraRtices of both Churches? It is. poſſible for Perſons F 
Leaning, who wilt cake the pains of examining things themſelves, to do that, 
without enering ite. Diſputes with any Body; but this was not to be preſemed of - 
a Pe:ſon ot her Condition, For many'chings mult fall in her way, which ſhe 
could neither have the; leiſure to:examine,: nor the Cap..ciry to judg of, without 
the Aſſiſtance of ſuch who made ittheir buſineſs to ſearch into them. Had fhe 
ro Divines of the Church of England abouther,; to have propoled her Scruples 
to? Noneableand willing to give her their urmoſt Aſſiſtance ina Matter of ſuch 
Importance, before ſhe took up a Reſolution of forſaking our Church > This 
cannot beimagined; conſidering notonly her great Quality, but that juſt eſteem? 
they had for her whilſt ſhe. continued fo zealous and devout in the Commmunion'of 

our Church. : 

- Burwe have more than this to ſay, One of the Biſhops who had neareſt Re- 
 laionto her for many Years, and who ownsin Print, That be. _ | 

bred her up in the Principles of the Church of England, was both preface tobis 

able and willing to have removed any Doubts and Scrip'es: with Treati/e. P:5. 
reſpe&to our Church, if ſhe: would have becn pleaſed: to have 
communicated themtohim., And however ſhe endeavoured to conceal her 
Scruples-; he tells her, in his Letter toher (which he fince prin- 
ted for his own vindication) That be had heard much Diſcourſe Letter 80: hey 
- covcernialg her wavering in Religion, and that he had acquainted Rey! ye 
ber FighneS winh it, the Lent before the Date of this Paper ; and {po be Bo-of 
was ſomuchconcerned at it, thar he obtained a Prom'ſe: from 3, *' 
her, Thi if any Wricing wtrepurinto her Hands by thoſe of the 
Chutch of Rome, that ſhe would ſend it either tohim, or the then 
Biſhop of Oxford; whom helcfs in- Artendanee upon her, Af- Blandford. 
relic te: faich, She wa many Duys with bim at Farnham ; Pag 1 
intall which time ſhe ſpake not onexonre to' hinr of any. Dowit fhe © © 
had about ber Religion. And yet this Paper bears Dare, aug. 20, that Year,. * 
whereinſhe declares her ſelf chinged in ber- Rel gon: Sothariris evident ſho did 
not nake uſe of theordiniry Mrans for her own SatisfaCtion, at lealt a+ to thoſe: - 
Biſhoapswhothad fenown het longeſt. OPER ok? 
- Barſkeſiitty © That ſreſpoke ſeverally to two of the beſt Biſhps Sheldon 4.B. 
we baveimEngland, whe botrold. her, cherewers nary :hingrin of ern 
the 'Rowae Charth, which it weremuch To be wiſhed ive bad kept ; of Worcettter. 
As Confeſſion, which i045 no doubt commandedivf God; that Pray- 


ing 
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20 Au Anſwer to the Third Paper. '. . #;" 
— " ing for the Dead, was one-of the Ancient Things in Chriflianity; "that for their: >”, 


".— wards, preſſing one of them very much upon - the other Points ; he 
-- 9 8. told her, That if he had been bred a Catholick , he would net change 
his Religion ; but that being of another Church, wherein . he was 

ſure were all things neceſſary to Salvation, he thought it very lt to give that Scandal, . 
as toleave that Church wherem be received bis Baptiſm. Which Diſcourſes, {he 
f,id, did but add more tothe deſire ſhe had to be 4 Catholick, 4900 ; 
This, 1 confeſs, ſeems to be to the-purpoſe ; if there were not ſome Cir- 
cumſtances and Expreſſions very much miſtaken in the Repreſc ntation of it:But 
yet ſupp>ſe the utmoſt to be allow'd, there could be no Argumeut from hence. 
drawn torleaving the Communion of our Church, if this Biſhoy*s Authority vr : 
Ex.mple didfignity any thirg with her. For ſuppoſing he did:fay, That if he 
had been bred in the Communiou of the Church of Rome, he-would not change. bis . 
Religion : .Yet he added, That being of another Church, . wherein were allthmgs . 
neceſſary to Salvation, be thought it very ill to give that Scandal, 45 to leave that, 
Church wherein he had received his Baptiſm. Now why ſhould not the laft werds 
have greater force to have kept her in the Communion of our Church, than the 
formerto haye drawn her fromit ? For why ſhould any Perſon forfake the Com- 
munion.of our Church, unleſs it appears neceſſary to Salvation ſotodo? And yet. 
this yielding Biſhop did affirm, that all things neceſſary to Salvation were certainly. 
n our Church ; and that it was an ill thing to leave.it, How could this add to ber 
deſire of leaving our Church f unleſs there were ſome other Mective to draw her. 
thither, and then ſuch ſm:ll Inducements weuld\{crve toinflame ſuch a Debre. 
'But iris evident from her own words afterwards; that theſe Conceſſions cf the, 
Bſh-p could have no Influence upon her : for ſhe declares, and_calls God to wit-, 
neſs, that ſhe would never bave changed her Religion, if ſhe bad thought it poſſible to 
ſave her Sonl otherwiſe. Now what could the Biſhop's words ſ1gnity rowards ber” 
Turning, when he declares juſt contrary, viz, not only that it was poſſible for, 
her tobe ſaved without turning, bat that be was ſure wwe bad all tzimgs neceſſary to 
Salvation; and that it was a very ill thing toleave our Church? ,There muſt there-: 
fore have been ſoine more ſecret Reaſon, which encreaſed ber Deſere to be a Ca- 
tholick after theſe Diſcourſes : unleſs the Advantage were taken from the B ſhop's 
calling the Church of Rome the Catholick Religion; Tf he had been bred a Catholtck, 
be would not have changd bis Religion, But if we take theſe words fo ſtritly, he 
muſt have contradicted himſclf; for how could he be ſure we had all things neceſ- 
ſary to Salvetion, if we were out of the Catholick Church ? Was aBſhop of our 
Church, and one of the beft Biſhops of our Church, as ſhe ſaid, fo weak as to. - 
yield, That he was ſure all things neceſſary to Salvation were to be bad-ont of the 
Communion of the Catholick Church f | Bs 
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parts they did it daily, though they would not ownit. And after- © © 


4n_elnſwer to the Third Paper. 22 
But again. there is an inconſiſtency in his ſaying, Thatbe thonrht it very ill 

SN Rh - which 0 Mana OR aſe would , if 1 
belicyed the Roman Church to be the Cathbolick, excluſive of all others that dy. 
nor joig in Communion with it. . | | 

"-Theutmoſt then that can be made of all this, is, That there was a certain Bi- 
ſhop of this Church, who held borb Churches to be ſofar Parts of the Catholick 
Church, that. there was no neceffity of going from one Church to-another, Kut 
if he alſerted chat, he-muſt overtbrow the neceſſity of the Reformation; ard conſc; 
quenily nor believe our Articles and Homilies,and'fo could not beavy true Mem. 
ber of-the Charch of England. - __. *. a 

- But the late Biſhop of Winchefter hath made a ſhorter Anſwer to all this; For 
he firſt doubts, /berber there ever were any ſuch Biſhops who made ſuch Anſwers ; 
And afterwards he affirms, That he believes there nerer was, in 

Rerum Naturi, ſuch a Diſcourſe 45 is pretended to haye been be- Preface; p. 2, 
tween this Great Perſon, and two of the moſt Learned Biſhops of Ps. 4+ 
Evgland. But, God be thanked, the Cauſe of our Church doth 

not depend upon the (ingular Opinion of one or two Biſhops in it, wherein they 
apparently recede from the eſtabliſh*d Doctrine of it, And I am ſure thoſe of 
the Church of Rome take icill from us, to be charged with the Opinion of Parti- + 
cular Divines, againſt the known Sentiments of their Church, Therefore ſup- 
poliog the Matter of Fat true, it ought not to have moved her to any Inclination' 
toleave the Church of England. | | 

| But aſter all, She protefis, in the Preſence of Almighty God, that no Perſan, 
Man or Waman, diredtly or indiredly, ever ſaid any thing to her (fince ſhe came into 
England) or uſed the leafl Endeavanr to make ber change her Religion; and that 
at is & Bleſſing ſhe wholly owes to Almighty God, Sa that the Biſhops areacquit» 
ted fron having any hand in it, by her own words ; and as far as we cz0 under- 
ſtand her meaniog,ſhe thought her ſelf converted by immediue Divine Illumina- 
tion. We had thought the pretence to a private Spirit had not been at this time 
allowed in the Church of Reme. ButI obſerve, that many things are allowed to 
bring Perſons to the Church of Rome, which they will not permicin thoſe who gg 
fromirt. As the uſe of Reaſon in tte Choice of a Churchz the Judgment af 
Senfe ; and here, that which they would ſeverely condemn in others as a Privzte 
Spirit, or Ezthuſiaſm, will paſs well enough if it doth but lead oneto their Comms 
munion. Any Motive or Method is good enough which tends to that end ; and 
none can be ſufficient againſt it. But why may not others ſer up for the Change 
as to other Opinions upon the ſame Gropnds.as well as this Great Perſon daes,as 
to the Change from our Church to the Church of Rome? And we havenoPreten- 


- dersto Enthuſiaſm among us, but do as ſolemnly aſcribe the Bleſ/ing wholly 20. Al- 


mighty God; andlook on it 3s the Effect of ſuch Prayers as ſhe made to kim. in 
France and Flande1s, a 2 - a5 | | But 


” 
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But T wonder a Perſon, who owed her Change fo wholly to Althlghty God, © 
ſh-uli need the Direction Cf an Infallible Church ; fincethe utmo key cah pre= 
tendto, isno nicrethin to have ſuch an Immediate CorduRt; 3nd tHele ſt that 
can be meant byr it, is, - that ſhe had no Affiſtance from any other P-rſons, 
Which my not cxc'uce her own Erdeayours : but ſuppecfing them to be em- 
ployed, and' an Account to be here given of them : yer there is no Connexion 
berwcenany cf the Premiſes, and the Concluſion ſhe drew from them ; and there-' 
fore it muſt be I.amediate Impulle, or fone concealed Motive which determit/d 
her Choice, | 

The Concluſion was, That ſbe would never have changed, if ſhe could” have 
ſaved ber Soul otherwiſe. If this were true, ſh: h:d good Reaſon tor her Change; 
if it were not rrue, ſhe had none ; as it is moſt certain ir was not, Now let us ex- 
amine how ſhe cune tothis Concluſion; and I will ſuppeleitto have been juſtin the 
Mothod ſhe ſets it downin, WOES "6 

Fiſt, ſhe ſaith, She never had any Scruples tilt the Noven ber before; and then 
they began upon reading Dr.Heylin's Hiftory of the Reformation ; which was com- 
mended to her as a Book to ſettle her; and there ſhe found ſuch abominable Sacriledg 
pan Henry the 8th's Divorce, King Edward's Ainority, and Queen Elizabeth's 
Succeſſion, that ſhe could not believe the Holy Ghoſt cou!d ever be in ſuch Counſels. 

Tt:is was none of the beſt Advices givento ſuch a Perſon, to read Dr. Heyliw's 
Hiltory fer her SatisfaRion, For there are two diftinQ Parts in the F7ifory of cur 
Reformation : .the one Eccleſiaſtical, the other Political : the former was built on 


, Scripture and Ant'quity,mnd the Rights of particular Churches the other on ſuch 


»Alaxims which are common to States-men at ali Times, and in all Churches, who 


(] 


Jabour to turn all Revolutions and Char ges to their own: Advantage, © And it is 
ſt-arge to me that a Perſon of ſo great Underſtandirg. ſhould net diſtinguiſh theſe 
rxo. FWhether Henry the Sth were a good Man or not ; Whether the Dukevf So- 
merlet raiſed his Eftate out of the Church [,ands,doth not concern our preſent En- 
q'ry; whichis, Whether there was not ſufficient Cauſe for a Reformxionin the 
C uch? Anditthere was, Whether our Church had not ſufficient Author'ty to 
re'or:n it ſelf? Andif ſo, Whether the Proceed ngs of our Reformation were not 
] ith ble by the Rules of Scripture and the Ancient Church ? Theſe were the 
prop*r Points for her to have contidered, and not the p»rticular Faults of Princes, 
or the M 'carti-ges cf Miniſters of State, Were not the Vices of Alexander the 
6th and many other Heads of the Chutch of Rome for a whole Age tegether, by 
th- Confefſion of their own greateſt Writers, as great at leaſt as thc ſe of Henry the 
*rh? And were theſe not thought ſufficient to keep her from the Churchof Rome : 
and y eth* others were ſuthciertto make her think of leaving our Church ? But 
Henry :be 8ti”, Church was in Truth the Churchof Romeund:r a Political Head, 
much 3s the Church of Sicily is under the King of Spain, All the dff:rence is, Henry 
' the 


the $r5took itas his own Right Pomquncy in. mp6 rqggrmary ting ie ftorh the 
Pope, by ſud-Conceſſions, "which the Popesdeny:: \ And ſuppoſerhe King of! 
Spain's Pretcnce were'ualawful ito that -Jarifdietion which' he challengerh inthe? | 
Kingdonrof Sicily; wete this a ſofficiem Ground to juſtify 'the thoughts of Sepa-' 
ration froin the Church of Rome ? | | | 

.. But ti Duke of Somerſet raiſed bis Eſtate out of Church- Lands, and fo did 
many Courtiers in the Reign of Queen Elzabeth,: | 

. Are there not Miſcartisges of the like natureinthe Church of. Reme > What is 
the Popes making great" Effates out of the Churth+Lands, fot their Nephews'to be 
Princes and Dukes ? a thing not unheard of in'our Age. And is it not ſo much 
worſe to be done by the Head of the Church ? 

- Theſcſhe confeſſes were but Scruples ; butfuch as occaſioned her examining the 
Points in difference by the'Holy Scripture. i Now ſhe wasin the right way for, Sa- 
tisfaRion, provided ſhetmade ufc'of the beſt Helps and Meansfor underſtanding it; 
and took, in the Aſiflance of hey Spiritual Guides, : Bur it ſeems,” conttary ro the 
Dodrine of the-Church ot Rome, ſhe found -ſome things ſo eaſy there, that ſhe 
. wondred ſhe had been ſolong without finding them our. And what were thele ? 
No lefs than the Real-Preſence-in the bleſſed Sacramem;' tbe Infallibility of the. 


Churchs- Confeſſion, ahd Praying for the Dead, ''' i 7 7 | 
Theſe were great Diſcoveries to be:made ſo exfithy, confidering howthole ofthe 
Church of Rome, who have been moſt versfdin theſe Matters; have found irlo 
diſhcult comnke them out tron thence. 6B | 
- (1t.). Astothe Real Preſence; asic isin the Diſputebetween us and the Church 
of Rome, it-implies the Real and Subſtantial Change of the Elements into the Bo- 
dy and Blood of Chrift, - But where doourSaviour's words, in calling the. S4+ 
crament his Body and Blood;imply any-ſuch thing? The wifeſt Perſons of the Church | 
of Rome have confeſſed, thatthe bare words of our Saviour can never prove it ; 
but there needs the Authority of the Church to interpret.them inthat ſenſe. How 
' then could ſhe ſoeafily find out thaty, which their moſt Learned Men could n-t-2 
But there is nothing goes ſ&far in ſuch Diſcoveriesasa willing Mind. . —- v// 
+ (2.): As'to Confeſſ;on,! | Naodoubtthe Word is often uſed in. Scriptore, and 
thereſote-eafily found,- - Butthe Que ſt:on berween us, isnor about ctheUleſu'nsſs 
or Advantage of Confeſfon in patticular-Caſes; bat the Neceſſity of itinall Cafes, , 
in order to Rem'ſlion of Sins. AndI can hardly believe any Biſhop of our Char ch 
would ever ſay toher, that Conf: fron in-this ſenſe was ever commanded by God. For . 
then he muſt be damned himſcit if he did not confeſs every known S'n to a Prielt, 
But ſome general Expreſfions might be uſed, that Confeſſi»n of Sin was com- 
manded by God; Confefs your Sins one to another : But hete 1s nothing ot a p'r- 
ticalar Confefſion to a Prieſt, neceſſary inorfetio Forg'vencls of Sin, 
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: (14: As $09r4jing fartbe Dread. 23t.iohardee findanyplace of Scripture which? 
ſcemns to have Any tendency that way ole fir be wh te ſpeſtiorhe, Dy of 7udg<i 
ment, and tha'very dozbebilly. ::Bivibewſcame thij, Great, Perſva w.thinh' nar. 
poſſible to be favedin cur Chyreb; uplefs weprayed for the-Dead? How did this 
come to bea Point of Salvation? And for the Pradtice of it, ſhe faith, the Bi/bops, 
1h ber they didiic devlye' Whether they dd it or. not; or inwhat (enſerbeyagdid 
it, we cannot now bs better inforoaeds, But wee {upe this-cauld be ng Argart 
mentfo? teria lravethe Comipunien:of eur'Church, -becaufe: ſhec, was told by 
theſe Biſhop they diet, and. contibued ip the Communion pf; it. ' 1 Þ ++ | i 

(4) Laltly ; Asro the Infallibility of the Church. If this, as applied tothe 
Roman Church, could be any whery ftaund in Scripture, we ſhould then.indeed be 
to blame-norco ſubmit toall the/Defivitions of ice, ; Bur wheres is this tg)be found? 
Yes,.-Qhrift bath promiſed tebecivigh his Ghurch.to the.oud of the Ward... "Nor 
_ wich his Chwk,, burwithhizudpefies :| Andifiiche reſtrained jothen then cha 
enid of the Morld is, nomore thad alpreys.: Bur ſuppole itbe underſiogn ef theSucs. 
ceſſors of the Apoſties; were there nane but at Ree? How gomes this Promiſe 
tobelimited rothe Church of Rowe; andthe Biſhops of Antioch and dfeuondrin; 
and all the ather Eaſtern Churches (where the Bilbops 35 certainly; ſucceeded the 
Apoſtles, as at Rome it (elf ) notto enjay the equal Benefix of this Promiſe? - Bur 
they who! can find the Infallbripey of the Church of Rome-in Scxipture, . need! not 
d:ſpar of finding whatever they have a Mind tathere, | +  b o 
But from this Promiſe ſhe concludes, That our Sepipur would nat pormir the 
Church to give the Laity the Comminionin-One kinds if it were not lawfull ſoto.de. 
Nowin wy Opinian,; the Argument isſtranger the other way ; | The: Church of 
Rome-farbids the daing ofthar, which:Chrilt «njoyned; therefore it-cappor be 
Infallible, ſincethe Command of Chrilt is /o.mw6h plainer than the Promiſe of Tn- 
{.Hlibility to the Church of Rome, : -  . fiir og wat 1 
But, from all theſe things laid together, I c:n ſeenoimaginable Reaſon of any 
force to conclude, that flie could nor think 31 poſſible ta ſave;hor Soul orperwiſe, than 
by embracing the Communion of the Chitrcb at-Reme,; And the Publick will-re- 
ceive this Advantage bytheſe Papers; that thereby irappears, how verylitcleis ro | 
tbe {aid by Perſons of the greateſt Capacity, a9 well as Places zicher againſt the 
Church of Zngland, or for the Church of Rome, . * 
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id Books Printed for and Sold by Robert Thornton, 
- Bookſeller, atthe Sign of the Leather-Bottle, in 
E | | | x | 

6 | 
[? Opies of Two Papers written * the Late King Charles the Second of 
71 Bleſſed Memory, and Publiſhed by Command 7 his preſett Majeſty,---- 

a Together with an Anſwer to the ſaid Papers, Ds y_ | 

» An Abridgment of the Engliſh Military Diſcipline, Priated by His preſent 
e My-jeſties Eſpecial Command for the uſe of the Forces throughout His Dominions, 
s A-Papiſt Miſrepreſented and Repreſented : or, a twofold CharaRer of Popery. 

c The one Containing a Sum of the Superſtitions, Idolatries, Cruelties, Treache- 
t ries, and wicked Principles of that Popery which bath diſturb'd this Nation above 

t an hundredand fifty Years; fld-it with Fears and Jealoulies, and deſerves the 
Hatred of all good Chriſtians. The other laying open that Popery which the 
- Papiſts own and profeſs ; with the chief Articles of their Faith, and ſome of the 
Y Principal Grounds and Reaſons, which hold them in that Religion. By F. I, 
f one of the Church of Rejve; 'T'o which isadded, A Book Eitituled, 'The Do- 

: Qrinesand Practices of the Church of Rome, truly Repreſented : : In Anſwer to 


the aforeſaid Book, By a Proteſiant of the Church of England, #1. 

An Antidote againſt Popery,. Shewing how a deyout Soul inthe midlt of the 
manifold diſtraRions and divitions about Religion, and Pretenſions, and Claims 
to the Church, may, againſt all Scruples, reſt fatisfied, and ſetled in mind, 
and chearfully go on in Gods Service, to Salyation, By a Reverend Divine of 
the Church of England. | 

Officium Eubharificum, or a Preparatory Service to a deyoutand worthy Re- 
ception of the Lords Supper; to which is added a Meditation for every day in - 
the Week. 

The Fundamentals of the Proteſtant Religion afferted by Reaſon, as well as - 
Scripture , written in French, by the Famous Monſieur de Gombaud; and 


Tranſlated into Engliſh by Sidney Lodge, &c, 
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: (3: As 109147ing;ferthaDred;211.iohadeo findanyplace of Scripture which) 
ſees ro have Any tendency thatwiayuoltfcir be wh tc ſprizo the, Day of Fudge: 
mentgand qher'very dacbebilly -Bivideaſcame thij, Great, Perſon tp.chinkt nor. 
poſſible to be laved in cur Chyrcb, unleſs we prayed for the- Dead? How did this. 
come to be a Point of Salvation? And for the Pradtice of it, ſhe ſaith, the Bi/bops: 
tld ber they didic deviye! Whaberthey bd ior got; or in-whar (enfetbeyadid 
ir, we cannot now bs better inforgiedg. But wage (uge this cauld be.ng Arpurt 
ment-fo? teria leavethe Cominunies:of eut/Church, becauſe: ſhe, was told by 
theſe Brfhopy they 'dieie, .and.cantibued ip the Communion pf; it. - ' 1 4 4+ - 41 

-{4:) Laftly 3 Asto the Infalbbility- of the Church. If this, 2s applied tothe 
Roman Church, could be any wherp faund in Feripture,, we ſhould then. indeed be 
Yes,:-Cbriff-buth promiſed tebechvigh is Ghurcb.t0 «the.oud of the Parlg... \Not 
| wich his Chwek,: burwithihisudpafies :' Andifiiche reſtrained jothen» then the 
end ofthe Warldis.nomore thid alzze3s.: ; Bur ſuppoſe itbe underſiogyl of theSucs, 
cefſors'of the Apoſtics; were there nane but at Ree? How gomehrthi»Promile 
tobelimitedrothe Church of Rowe; andthe Biſhops of Antioch and dlrnortdring 
and all the ather Eaſtern Churches (where the Bilbops35 certainly;ſuccaeded the 
Apoſiles, as at Romeit (elf) notto exjay the equal Benefixof this Promiſe? Bur 
they who! can find the Infadlbtlicy of the Church of Rome. in Scxipture, . need:not 
d:{pir of finding whatever they bave a Mind cathere, ; | < b os ON 

But from this Promiſe ſhe concludes, That our Sepipur would nat pormit tbe 

Church to give the Laity the Comminion:in:One kind, if it were not lawfall fo to do. 
Nowin my Opinian,. the Argument isſtranger the other way ; ' The: Church pf 
Rome-farbidsthe daing of that, which-Cbrilt «njoyned;  therefare it cappor be 
Infallible, ſincethe Command of Chrilt is 6 mugh plainer than the Proggiſe ab In- 
f:Hlibiliry to the Church of Rome, . -- T1163 2061} 

But,” from all theſe things laid together, I cin ſeeno imaginable Reaſon of any 
force to conclude, that fie could nor think poſſible to ſave;þor Soul prherwiſe, than 
by embracing the Commwunian of the Church at-Reme.; . And the Publick will re- 
ceive this Advantage by theſe Papers; that thereby lrappears, how verylitcle is ro 
-be faid by Perſons of the greateſt Capacity, a5 well as Placey zicher againſt the 

Church of: England, or for the Church of Rome. . 
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